Purpose of the Study: Where to grow older occupies the minds of many aging adults. This study examines how anticipation of the fourth age influences third-age residential reasoning. It also investigates the role of social relationships in choosing housing for later life. Design and Methods: Analyses were based on semi-structured interviews with 30 community-dwelling retirees aged 67-97 who were asked about preparations for the future, including housing. Results: Replies about future housing fell into two categories: preemptive and contingent. In preemptive reasoning, participants anticipated that their current homes would be suitable over the long term and explained why, while those engaged in contingent reasoning could imagine a possible future move to more supportive housing and even had destination places in mind. Both types of responses reflect residential reasoning that is ongoing and driven in large part by anticipation of fourth-age vulnerabilities. Peers influenced participants' thinking about whether, when, and where to move. Relationships with spouses and offspring were also factors commonly mentioned in residential reasoning, both in terms of sources of support and perceived obligations. Implications: The fourth age is generally conceived as an experience of loss, but it also functions as a social imaginary. Our study suggests that the fourth age, both as a potential personal destiny and a social construct, influences housing decisions among those firmly in the third age. More attention in housing research to prudential anticipation of the fourth age as well as the relational aspects of residential reasoning would enhance understanding of late-life housing choices.
Where to grow older occupies the minds of many aging adults. There is mounting evidence that housing choices and behaviors in later life are manifestations of ongoing decision-making processes (Erickson, Krout, Ewen, & Robison, 2006; Sergeant & Ekerdt, 2008) , what has recently been called "residential reasoning" (Granbom et al., 2014) . Through semi-structured interviews with retirees in the Midwest United States, this study examines the temporal reach and social dimensions of residential reasoning. We contribute to the existing literature by highlighting how anticipation of the fourth age influences third-age residential decision making. We also add to the growing evidence of the importance of social relationships in choosing housing for later life (Perry, 2014; Sergeant & Ekerdt, 2008) .
Approaches to Studying Late-Life Housing Decisions
In accounting for choices and preferences for places to grow older (both geographic and as to housing arrangements), there have been two basic approaches, and they converge in viewing aging adults as making periodic appraisals of the places where they live. One approach comes from demography. To explain why people live where they do, researchers observe characteristics of movers or migrants-their age, family situations, health, finances-as well as the characteristics of places with higher concentrations of older adults-amenities, climate, available care. This then allows inferences about motives or decision processes for relocation that also extends to explanations for not moving. The demographic approach, observing age, family, and other personal characteristics alongside place characteristics, has led to the formulation of developmental models for moves in later life. For example, Wiseman (1980) , Litwak and Longino (1987) , and Speare and Meyer (1988) identified motivations for moves that might typify the evolving experience of later life. Such frameworks have been a foundation for subsequent research (Bradley & Longino, 2009; Evandrou, Falkingham, & Green, 2010; Weeks, Keefe, & Macdonald, 2012) .
The other approach is that of environmental gerontology. Beginning with Lawton and Nahemow's (1973) theory of environmental press, environmental gerontology has examined how older adults respond to incongruence between their changing competencies, needs, or preferences and their physical surroundings. Early studies applied a range of objective criteria to assess how well residential conditions met the needs of frail older adults, particularly those living in long-term care facilities. Later work expanded the person-environment fit model to better understand how community-dwelling individuals respond to changes in function or residential circumstances as they age (Kahana, Lovegreen, Kahana, & Kahana, 2003) . Contemporary elaborations of this approach have proposed models of the sequence occasioned by age-related incongruence between persons and places; the coping, adaptation, and interventions that result; and an eventual, perhaps provisional, resolution at some new level of capacity or emotion (Moore, 2014; Rowles & Watkins, 2003; Schulz et al., 2014; Wahl & Oswald, 2010) . As an example, the subjective assessment of living environments, the "emotional anatomy of places," plays a central role in Golant's (2015a Golant's ( , 2015b ) theoretical model of residential normalcy. A lack of perceived congruence between one's needs or preferences and one's physical environment will give rise to negative feelings that the individual will seek to manage by either adjusting expectations or changing the environment.
These approaches have built a body of knowledge about residential choice and preferences, and they have established a set of explanatory factors for residential decisions that encompass social factors, environmental features, and individual dispositions (Perry, Andersen, & Kaplan, 2014; Scheidt & Windley, 2006; Wahl, Iwarsson, & Oswald, 2012) . In these approaches, older adults' residential reasoning is viewed as episodic and oriented to solving present problems of person-environment incongruence, comfort, and emotions. People assess, then adapt. We propose that residential reasoning is a process that is still larger in scope, encompassing not only the consideration of current places and their near-term suitability, but also next places as well. Residential reasoning, we suggest, is a forward-looking flow of thought that is motivated by the rising specter of the fourth age.
The Tug of the Fourth Age on Third-Age Residential Reasoning
Social actors acquire scripts, mental maps, or timetables of the way that life goes or should go, especially as to what happens when (Toothman & Barrett, 2011) . Looking into the future, a cohort of middle-aged persons might foresee for themselves such likely events as retirement, grandparenthood, and widowhood, though these things may not happen in individual cases. Once people enter their retirement years, the standard life course schedules few, if any, further events, but the collective representation of old age as a process of physical and cognitive functional decline is hard to exclude from one's concept of future self (Kornadt & Rothermund, 2012) . Its onset is unknowable, but its eventuality-people know from observation-is not.
"Fourth age" is a term used in gerontology to describe the last stage of life, which follows the "third age" of active, healthy, self-directed retirement (Lloyd, 2015) . The fourth age is "deep old age" (Blaikie, 1999) marked by progressive dependence and decline, by frailty and infirmity, by "extraordinary needs and vulnerabilities" (Baltes & Smith, 2003) . In everyday talk, not many people would recognize the term fourth age, but they do say that "there comes a time" or that things "reach a point" when they might cross into a life stage of increased vulnerability and limitations. This realization is borne in on older adults by the awareness of age-related change, especially in physical and cognitive function (Diehl & Wahl, 2010) , and by the "social imaginary" of the fourth age as part of an idealized life course (Higgs & Gilleard, 2015) . This social imaginary is a "collectively imagined terminal destination in life," the old age that is unwanted and often feared (p. 14). Its onset is not pinned to any specific chronological age. The fourth age, while less well defined than the third, exerts a power over older adults and society at large that Gilleard and Higgs (2010) have analogized to the gravitational pull of a black hole, an absorbing state from which there is no return. Differentiated from the third age by the absence of health and independence as well as irreversibility, the fourth age represents not so much a new life stage as a failure of the third age, the irretrievable erosion of self.
As older adults reason about where to grow olderabout whether, when, and where to move-such reflection occurs in the gravitational field of the fourth age. This is especially so because the social imaginary of the fourth age arises, in part, "from the institutional densification of long-term care" (Higgs & Gilleard, 2015, p. 14) . Because the fourth age has places, housing is at once a practical and symbolic matter. Although the boundary between the third and fourth age is blurred, a move to more supportive senior housing, particularly a nursing home or residential care, has become a symbol of passage from one phase to the next. Where one lives, therefore, becomes not only a question of personal accommodation, but also a visible marker of one's location in relation to the threshold between the third and fourth ages.
Age-related declines in physical and/or cognitive functioning associated with the fourth age, along with their resulting environmental challenges, underlie much of the theoretical and empirical work on late-life housing and relocation. Generally, the focus has been on how older adults react to personal losses as they experience them. Adopting the metaphor of the black hole, we seek to highlight the role that anticipation of the fourth age-as both potential personal destiny and as social construct-plays in the residential reasoning of those still in the third age. We argue that the gravitational tug of the fourth age influences residential reasoning well before older adults reach the threshold. Furthermore, individual responses to the pull are constructed and negotiated within the social contexts of marital, family, and peer relationships, a pattern of shared discernment that is theoretically predicted by the life course principle of linked lives (Elder, Johnson, & Crosnoe, 2003) and a "collective" concept of selective optimization with compensation (Baltes & Carstensen, 1999) .
Methods
Our analysis is based on interviews completed as part of the Altern als Zukunft/Ageing as Future project, a collaborative, multinational, mixed-methods study of perceptions of time in later life (http://www.alternalszukunft.uni-jena.de/ index.php?lang=en). Here, we draw upon interviews that were conducted in 2013-2014 with 30 community-dwelling individuals in the Midwestern United States. These participants were recruited by posting notices at senior centers and apartment complexes, in community newspapers, and by word-of-mouth referrals. We screened volunteers to be at least 65 years old, self-identified as retired, communitydwelling, and functionally able to participate in the interview. Prior to interviewing them in their homes or, in two cases, in public places, we told participants that we would be asking about their daily life in retirement and for their thoughts about the future.
The U.S. sample was made up of 15 men and 15 women, all unrelated, ranging in age from 67 to 97 (M = 76.4). All of the participants were White. Five participants had never gone to college, three had some college education, and the rest possessed bachelor degrees or higher. Marital status also varied with 2 never married, 12 currently married, 6 divorced, and 10 widowed.
Approximately three-fourths lived in age-integrated neighborhoods at the time of the interviews. Seven lived in independent housing located in or associated with agesegregated communities. (Having such persons in the mix of participants is an advantage for the study, in order to learn whether they, too, ponder future residential options.) Half of the participants lived alone and the other half either lived with spouses (12) or with other family members (3), including two who lived in their adult children's homes. Just over one-third (11) of the participants had spent a significant portion of their adult lives in the same homes. Twothirds (19) of the participants had experienced moves either during their later working lives or since. Ten (five men and five women) described moving around the same time that they retired.
Our semi-structured interviews typically lasted 60-90 min, although a few extended over several hours. The basic content of interviews centered on how retirement came about, life and activities since having retired (Ekerdt & Koss, in press) , and preparations and expectations for the future. Each of the authors conducted some of the interviews; none of the interviewers knew the study participants prior to interview. Whenever possible, participants were interviewed alone, although in a few cases spouses were present for at least a portion of the time. The sessions were recorded and transcribed, and in the excerpts that follow we have masked or changed some details to preserve confidentiality, including names of persons and locations.
We used thematic analysis to identify themes and patterns that emerged as important to participants' descriptions of their retirement experiences (Braun & Clarke, 2006; Fereday & Muir-Cochrane, 2006) . Each author read the transcripts several times to identify themes within and across the narratives. At the broadest level of thematic coding, the two related themes of housing and relocation were identified. We then systematically coded all references to these themes and reread the excerpts containing these references to identify subthemes, which were then used in a subsequent line-by-line coding. Writing a series of memos throughout the process, including summaries in our own words of each participant's housing narrative, helped us to develop these themes and analyze the data (Charmaz, 2006) . Concurrent with the selection and condensation of themes, we were alert to disconfirming instances and negative cases so as to guard against interpretive bias (Ryan & Bernard, 2000) .
Findings
We began the sessions with open questions about how people came to be retired and about their lives in retirement. Most participants responded to these initial questions with broad overviews of the major life events that led up to their withdrawal from work and postretirement experience. Housing and residential moves were common topics, being one way (along with employment, family, and health events) to organize biographical narrative (De Vries & Watt, 1996) . This suggests to us that where (and with whom) one lived is a framework that people can use to convey information about stages of life. Just as place can demarcate chapters of one's past, it may also map the future. A preference for residential stability or an admission that a move may become necessary can convey a person's intuition about approaching life stages and how one's wellbeing and sense of self can be best maintained.
Toward the end of the interviews participants were asked: "Are you making preparations for later life?" Responses included information about wills, advance directives, insurance, funeral arrangements and body disposition, and financial planning. Some replies made reference to possession divestment as a task as yet undone (Ekerdt & Baker, 2014) . For some, housing was part of these openended responses. If the topic was not mentioned initially, we asked follow-up questions about whether participants had plans for where they would live in the future and when they felt was the right time to deal with this issue.
Of the 30 participants, 25 offered thoughts about future housing either spontaneously or after prompting. The five who did not confined their remarks to present living arrangements. Replies fell into two broad categories: nine persons said that their current homes would be suitable over the long term and explained why, and 14 persons foresaw that they might at some point need to move to a more supportive, less challenging environment. Two participants gave both kinds of answers. We call the first category residential reasoning that is "preemptive," and the second category is reasoning that is "contingent." Although these two types of residential reasoning differ in many aspects, we understand both as responses to the fourth-age tug.
Preemptive Residential Reasoning
Eleven participants, all living in age-integrated neighborhoods, foresaw staying put and also expressed reasons for thinking that they could do so even in the face of declining health or function. Several reported having already moved to places that would accommodate them as they aged. For two women, the provision was for family support, having moved to live close to children. More commonly, preemptive moves had been motivated by the desire for supportive residential features. William North (age 83) described how the house he and his wife built when they retired could easily be adapted to meet their future needs. "We could live very comfortably on one floor. If we had to do away with those two steps, we can do away with the two steps. Put a ramp in. . . . [I]f we needed in-house caregivers, they could stay down there and have total privacy and independence." Susan Stone (age 79) explained why she would be able to remain in her present home. "I don't need to [move] because I bought this house after I retired and the doors are wide enough for a wheelchair. And the shower has a place to sit down. And the garage, for my car, is right there." Ingrid Harris (age 77) and her spouse also purchased their current home soon after they retired. When asked about future housing, she said:
Okay, that's one of the reasons we bought this house. As you notice, it's all on one level. If I have to get in a wheelchair, I can get anywhere in here. The rooms are big. It has two bathrooms. We did put in a special walk-in thing into the tub in our bathroom so that you can get in and out of it no matter what. But the house is very accessible for a person no matter what their health is.
As these excerpts illustrate, for several participants who moved in conjunction with retirement, the potential for aging in place even with significant physical disabilities was an important consideration when selecting a new home. This suggests that the fourth age shadows even some amenity movers during their early retirement years. This early influence was not universal, however. Barbara Thompson (age 84) made serial moves following retirement to progressively more manageable housing as her needs increased. "I gradually went from a big house to a townhome to a patio home to this apartment. . . . I think you should start as soon as you begin to feel any inadequacy." To be fair, a few households made early amenity moves without apparent concern about the suitability of their environments in the event of health or functional declines.
Whereas some described having made anticipatory moves (Speare & Meyer, 1988) , others described anticipatory remodeling. When asked about her plans for housing, Teresa White (age 72) insisted that she would stay in her home. She continued by describing upgrades that she had already made and will make in case she needs a less challenging environment in the years ahead:
In fact I've put stair railings in. Put a garage door opener. Put a fence for the dog over here. I'm going to put one of those high-rise toilets in. And the safe-step tub so I could-so I'm doing as much as I can think of. I have to haul the garden hoses around. So I may put in, even though I hate to do it, in the backyard some automatic sprinkler systems. But every year I do two or three more projects so I can make the house easier to live in.
Beyond this, Ms. White's intention to age in place was perpetual. "And can I be buried in my backyard? So my hostas will benefit from me?" Quinton Manning (age 74), when asked about plans for housing, described a detailed strategy for remaining at home that involved both adjustments to his environment and a regimen for maintaining his health:
Yeah, that's [housing] one of the things we talk about at coffee. And I try to keep up to date on. I would like to remain right here as long as I can. I've got the house-I pretty much just live down here. The kitchen, the dining room, bedroom, bathroom, and the office. Go upstairs to shower and go down to the basement to wash clothes. I'm leery of those stairs just because of my age. So I think what I'm going to do is get those, that washer and dryer, moved out to the garage and have the electrician and plumber come and hook them up. Then I won't have to go to the basement anymore….The other thing I do is, before I get out of bed in the morning, I do 50…crunch sit ups. And then I do twists and exercises like that to try to get everything flowing and retard the growth of the arthritis and all that. Then walking with the dog and everything. Try to stay active, you know, physically active.
All of this environmental provisioning, whether already undertaken or at least pondered, has the goal of managing potential functional decline in the present environment. What Mr. Manning and others say they are preempting is another move, especially if that would be a move to institutional care.
Contingent Residential Reasoning
Half of our participants (16), when asked for future plans about where they might live, conceded that a move may become necessary, even if unwelcome, and in each case they had some idea of what or where that destination might be. Two women thought that they would move closer to a son or daughter. Six persons mentioned familiarity with unspecified retirement communities or senior housing, and seven named specific retirement communities, neighborhoods, or towns as places that they might go. These decisions were not yet upon them, but would be in the event of health decline. "I realize that there will come a time perhaps when I won't be able to stay here." (Connie Peterson, age 96); "Well, you know, you look into the future and what could it be? And you think of where you will need the help to get through the day. I have friends in Bella Springs, and you look at that and you think, well that's possible." (George Heinz, age 85); "I've looked at a couple of the retirement centers over there. That's not where I belong now, but I certainly have looked them over and would know where I would want to go." (Paula Winston, age 81); "Am I making preparations? I think about it. I look ahead. Also I look at senior housing around here." (Ursula Underwood, age 67). When asked about whether he and his wife had considered their options if they could no longer live where they were, Max Lerner (age 70) responded:
Oh yeah. We're talking about downsizing. Right now downsizing has two conditions on it. One, they got to croak. Interviewer: The dogs? Yeah, and that's another year, year and a half. Because moving them into a smaller thing, most of them don't take these-sized animals. And two, we're not willing to give up what we have right now. But there's another little problem. That may not be our choice all of a sudden. So we've been looking at things over in Temple Garden and around that area. We've even looked at going into something like, what is that up here, The Villas?
Having mentioned an option or strategy, several persons immediately disavowed it: "I hope I don't go"; "I don't want to live there." Diane Scouten (age 81) said that just the day before "[my son] asked me when I thought I might move to an apartment over there. And I said, well I hope I'll die first. That's a very acceptable alternative." Surveys show a strong preference for older adults to remain in their present homes (Keenan, 2010) , and our participants for the most part felt likewise. At the same time, we heard people hedge their intentions not to move by considering other residential options. In this vein, Nora Richardson (age 71) said:
In our a capella group we go out and we do performances in all of the retirement communities here. So we're able to see them and see what the people are like. Personally, I don't want to live with a bunch of old people. But it will come to the point possibly someday when I will not be able to take care of myself. And I understand that. I know that.
Interestingly, current residence in age-segregated housing did not forestall residential reasoning about the next place. Of the seven participants who lived in senior housing (all in independent living settings), four nonetheless looked ahead to where they might move if it became necessary.
For those contemplating a move to more supportive housing, the question was not only where, but when. Peers were frequently mentioned as influencing thoughts about the timing of relocation. Zachary Sutter (age 69) took a lesson from friends who, in his opinion, had erred by delaying their moves. "We've seen friends wait too long to move into someplace else. And I think we're both-we've talked about this a little bit-we're both pretty open to moving to a retirement kind of community, while we're still capable of meeting and making new friends and enjoying the activities that go on there." Others, comparing themselves to friends who had moved, found that they "were not there yet" at the point of needing to relocate. Olivia Mitchell (age 93) said, "I realize that at some point it might not be wise to live alone. And I might need to go into the main house, up here at Prairie Creek." Later in the interview she continued, "A lot of people I know who lived in houses here are now in Prairie Creek. My neighbor there, my neighbor there, several of them now have moved into apartments in Prairie Creek because they've gotten less mobile. I'm not at that point yet." Direct feedback from peers about one's own capacity and needs was also mentioned. In response to a question about when is the right time to move in later life, Mr. Lerner (quoted above regarding the longevity of his dogs) described the role of his wife's siblings:
Well, (sigh) … it's your choice, okay, to begin with. But you might need to have help there because you might not want to listen to the fact that you need to make that choice. But she's got family and, you know, they talk about it. And she's got older sisters that are further along. And lots of discussion goes on about, you know, when's the time to pull the plug [for a move].
Just as definitions of "old" are negotiated through peer-interactions and comparisons (Degnen, 2007) , so too the transition from relatively healthy to frail and its implications for more supportive housing are also worked out using the example of others.
Context and Residential Co-Reasoning
Our participants engaged in residential reasoning with an eye on the future. Residential reasoning was also shaped and constrained by the contexts in which the deliberations and decisions were taking place. Consistent with findings from other studies, the availability of desirable housing options and financial considerations were frequently mentioned as important influences. "The places, what do you call them? The long-term care facilities, or continuing care retirement communities . . . don't look appealing to me, and I can't afford them anyway." (Ursula Underwood, age 67). Relationships with spouses and offspring were another factor commonly mentioned in residential reasoning. The 12 married participants all talked about their residential experiences in the first person plural, and they reported taking their spouses' comfort, preferences, and needs into account. Perry (2014) has also observed spousal solicitude in decisions about later life relocation. We noted one pattern whereby the married men in our study cast themselves as deferential to their wives' wishes. Mr. Lerner said that he and his wife moved soon after they retired as an accommodation to her health, and chose the locale because, "The wife wanted to come home to her roots." Xavier Grover (age 69) characterized the home as a "woman's domain" and described how, soon after their retirement, his wife took charge of looking for a new house that met her requirements. Aaron Clark (age 69) said that while he would prefer to rent and not worry about maintenance, he and his wife remained homeowners because owning was important to her. Bob Masterson (age 78) explained why he and his wife had not moved to a more accessible home as he would have preferred:
About two years ago, went through a process of looking at [single-story] homes. But the problem arose that the only place my wife will live is Cherry Orchard, where we live now. She will not live anyplace else. And because of the fact that things were like they were in real estate, we could not get a home that satisfied her, that we could afford as far as selling this one and buying that one. . . . Now, she has resigned herself to doing some work on this house and living, she says, living here forever. So, if it becomes a problem as far as mobility, I can see that something might have to happen. But right now it's not a big plan. I thought it would be a really good idea to move to a one-floor house, but it's not going to happen because of the situation in her mind.
Perhaps one reason for husbands' deference to wives is men's recognition that their spouses will likely survive them and thus have a greater long-term stake in housing (Perry, 2014) . Francine Baker (age 76) was grateful that her late husband had seen to this. She was widowed within a year after she and her husband had sold their house and moved to a senior high-rise apartment. She reflected, "I'm glad that he took care of this for me-so we were moved out, you know, sold the house. Because if it had been left for me to do, it would have been a huge burden for me."
Beyond the marital dyad, proximity to and preferences of adult children factored into the residential reasoning of several participants, either as a reason for living where they do now or where they might go next. Support from adult children was one of the major motives for moves in Litwak and Longino's (1987) developmental typology of migration. Indeed, some of our participants cited assistance from adult children as an important factor in their prior or future housing choices. ("My son also lives right over here, so it's convenient to him"; "If it gets where I can't stay in my own apartment, even if I had a home health services or something, I would move. . . . I would move closer to my daughter.") Other participants' past housing choices had been made in response not to their own current or potential care needs, but out of a sense of responsibility to adult children and grandchildren. A few provided practical assistance to their offspring. Ramona Brown (age 84) provided a home on her property where her granddaughter and her great-grandchildren lived. She said, "It's like I told my daughter-in-law the other day . . . 'Well, at least by not going to the nursing home, I've been able to keep the farm and I have a roof over all of our heads.'" Nora Richardson (age 71) moved closer to her daughter to help care for her grandsons. "It's the reason I moved to Springfield, was to be with her. And I'm glad I did. She's had some health problems, and if she needs me, I'm around."
If family assistance can be a priority of residential reasoning, another would be to provision adult children with peace of mind. Thinking ahead about his living arrangements, Henry Barnes (age 87) did not want his fourth age to impose on the family: "I don't want to have a stroke and be a burden on my daughter and son-in-law…Plop me in a nursing home or somewhere." Ernie Green (age 82) explained why he and his wife moved into a continuing care retirement community:
So we have a contract that will take us all the way through. And why is that important? And I'll say this, you can put it in your recording, I chastise a lot of old people that have the attitude that, 'Well, my kids will take care of me.' And that blows my mind. I did not have children, or my wife did not have children, to take care of us. They did not ask to be here. We asked for them, and the good Lord granted them to us. And I don't ever want my children to have to take care of me. I don't want them to spend money on me. I don't want them doing anything.
Discussion
This study documents the ways in which older individuals describe their own residential deliberation processes. People's readiness to discuss their plans for future living arrangements, either how they would age in place or the options they might see for living elsewhere, leads us to suppose that residential reasoning is common, continual, forward-looking, and driven in large part by anticipation of the fourth age. Even though settled for the time being, people were nonetheless imaginatively engaged in planning and strategizing in case they someday had need of more environmental support.
These narratives about present and future housing were frequently intertwined with reflections about health and physical functioning. As advocates for the homeless have observed, housing is health care (National Health Care for the Homeless Council, 2011). Whether people engaged in contingent or preemptive residential reasoning, the fourthage tug appears to be influencing and motivating many older adults well before they experience any significant declines. Mr. Heinz expressed it perfectly, "Well, you know, you look into the future and what could it be? And you think of where you will need the help to get through the day." Even though the timing of this passage to a more dependent life stage is unknown and even though they hope it will never happen, most of the people we interviewed have a prudential anticipation of it. Their ready and full answers to our questions about housing plans are evidence for the "social imaginary" of the fourth age and its gravitational pull on thoughts about the future (Higgs & Gilleard, 2015) .
Peers were frequently referenced as a resource for thinking about future housing. As Mr. Manning said, housing is "one of the things we talk about at coffee." Participants reported watching and talking with their friends, siblings, and neighbors who were going through or had gone through the process of navigating residential options in later life. They visited people in retirement communities or long-term care facilities and imagined themselves there, compared their functional capacity and health status with others their own age, and debated with friends and siblings the pros and cons of different options.
The fourth age may pull older adults into making plans or taking actions in anticipation of future housing challenges, but these choices are shaped and constrained by social as well as practical circumstances. Many of these narratives challenge the traditional construction of personal autonomy implicit in current models and theories of residential decision making (Perkins, Ball, Whittington, & Hollingsworth, 2012) . In addition to siblings and friends, adult children, spouses, and even dogs were variously referenced as people pondered the questions of where to live and for how much longer. These relational ties were more than just a context for individual deliberations. Our participants, rather, were negotiating with and accommodating these others, presently or imaginatively, every bit as much as they were considering their own needs and preferences. One can theorize residential appraisal and decision making as acts of individuals, and so they are. Likewise, the individual is the typical unit of analysis in survey-based studies of housing preferences and behavior. Yet we heard that residential reasoning is often conducted with and in consideration of others, what we label residential co-reasoning.
Our study findings have limits, having been based on a small, regional sample of White older adults in the United States. Although all of the participants lived independently, the range of ages and living situations meant that the fourth age was more imminent for some than others and that some residential reasoning narratives were more retrospective while others more anticipatory. Our recruitment efforts at several retirement communities meant that a portion of our sample was made up of individuals who had likely moved in anticipation of fourth-age challenges. At the same time, the frequent reports of active consideration of future housing needs and options across ages and current housing situations suggests to us that residential reasoning continues even after downsizing or other late-life moves are undertaken. Another limitation of this study is the amount of time devoted to housing in the interviews. Where to grow old was but one of many aspects of retirees' provisions and planning for the future that were discussed, and due to time constraints, we were not able to delve into participants' residential reasoning as much as we would have liked.
Implications for Future Research
Rather than present a new model, our study offers insights to deepen and refine existing theories about later life housing and relocation. First, we observe that fourth-age infirmity is generally conceived in current research and theorizing as the personal and present experience of loss and the resulting incongruence between self and place. Our study suggests that the fourth age, both as a potential personal destiny and a social construct, exerts an influence on housing thoughts even among those firmly in the third age. The fourth age is a "possible self," unwanted but conceivable (Frazier, Hooker, Johnson, & Kaus, 2000) . When people speak about aging in place, they are really talking about fourth-aging where they are. The ways by which the fourth-age tug shapes residential reasoning in the third age could be a fruitful line of inquiry, as could the ways by which housing serves as a visible symbol of one's distance from the fourth-age threshold.
Second, insight from qualitative methods about the forward-looking flow of residential reasoning could be capitalized by survey items that ask people how they will cope if they became unable to function in their homes. With such measures and larger samples, residential reasoning for the future could be analyzed by such potential moderators as relocation history, prior caregiving, personality, marital status, and health. Measures of the way that people anticipate contingencies and possible options could be helpful in testing the comprehensive person-place models of environmental gerontology.
A third area of research that is as yet underdeveloped is the role of similarly-aged peers in navigating late-life housing decisions. Our interviews indicate that friends, acquaintances, and siblings influence many older adults' thinking about whether, when and where to move. Fourth, our study supports the growing realization that decisions about housing, similar to medical and financial matters, are relational (Queen, Berg, & Lowrance, 2015) . Residential reasoning frequently involves negotiations with and concessions to spouses and offspring. Considerations of both personal needs for family care and support as well as duties and responsibilities to others shape older adults thinking about housing and relocation. Furthermore, family is not just an enabling or constraining context in which decisions are made by sovereign individuals. Rather, housing behaviors result from residential co-reasoning in which older adults engage in joint decision-making processes with significant others. These processes, particularly when occurring in the marital context, can be gendered. Although we recognize that dyadic and intergenerational research is made difficult by the complexity of such models as well as the fact that much of the available data is collected on an individual level, we encourage future theorizing and research in this direction.
Finally, as a practical matter, our findings should cheer the operators of senior housing and also home renovators. The older Americans that we interviewed had an eye out for what comes next, monitored the behavior of peers, and reported family conversations about future housing. For any business that offers such alternatives, the market is certainly there.
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